THE SCHOLARS' SCHOLAR AM) HIS SCHOLARSHIP 



Rushing to complete the rough draft of this book } because I am past 80 and in im- 
paired healthy so that at least a rough draft would exist as a record for history, 



there were many critficisns that could have been made that I did not make. In part 

^ /vruidi^U Uitu4uf uams 

thiirJx because there aa?e so very aaaV o f th e ta - all W er e -aot-aeeeteaTTi/ part it also was 

r of/ ifa?' uJy _ 

because'Xhe possibility Qi !<: eid»er-STrrgeiies might be recommended by my doctors, fed I 



did want to get enough on paper and to do tliat as rapidly & as was possible for me. 

While I was writing and more, after the draft was completed, others throughout the cpuntry 
' from a variety of sources, 

send me' iniormaticsn/’dnostij from newspapers they see. 

tj jii AWtyC 

Working in haste I l;dd aside what seemed to^be (minor criticisms of Posner's 

I 

mza raze* uses dEss^Bignirxcsnt errors. If all the errors and dishonesties in his book 



were to be addressed, ijij all ±ka± he said that is untrue were to be stated truthfully, 
a large book could not begin to encompass it all.^Case Closed i 3 that very bad a book. 



But as the unquestioning, bx±e±x unstinting praises of so very bad a book, by those 



who had no basis for knowing whether it was evemteMttoupEKamwjbEfcBii truthful and ob- 



biously not caring whether, or not , the ho o k i s e itheg-fer uthf ul 01 xcuiale accumulated,) 
• r 
30 yeagS~ap l o gia t f 



thzme m e me a ia , -aa-rtT^tu yeafg-apio gia t fo r e ^ ^ gaT^mn gnTOniinpnt^ I decided that 
even what mi gh t seem to be minor riticisms of Posner and his ignorance and permeating 
dihonesties vjere worth additiorSl/space. 

There were in w$at I was sent many quotations of Posner, not infrequently in 
contradiction of himself ,etten on his education and the law school he attended. He 
also gave different reasons for his writing the book. Two that X b'fa are quoted by 
Robert V. Camuto in the Fort Worth Star-Telegram (Friday, September 3, 1993): 



'"I do have to thank Oliver Stone for one thing,' Posner saiif laughingly, 'He 
so far ove r ^ 

went/wiir the line of truth, he cheated the opportunity for a book that would correct 
the record.'" To do this, Camuto quoted Posner ofel his "One goal: Jk through the sea 
of evidence to find the facts and throw out the garbage." /yf l&L' 

V^hat Posner actually did, as we see in this book, is throw the babynout with 



the a water in which it wad bathed. 



what need was there for an 0 liver Stone to 



unquestionable 

One of the purposes of this chapter is to establish Posner* 3/pr e-eminence 
in going 11 so far over the line of truth.” 






"create” an opportunity for a book on the most controversial topic of the ear era? 

It existed* so obvious obviously that although he o xaamg ed enormously, his exaggeration 
having no basis in fat yet was quoted as the~*egiven word by the media, he himself 
tha4 tliat 2,000 books on it had already been published. 

An "opportunity" need be "coot "created" to "sift through the evidence and throw 
the garbage out" when a President is assassinated? 

Posner's record is of saying anything that at any time seemed tosewe an end^he 
then had in mind, About himself, about his book, about" otherSV^Se told^one interviewed ^ 

that he book showed all the others writing in th fdJ^d that they had wasted their time. 

This is standard Posner, in his book and when speakings attack others~aS3“not ^have to 
defend himself. Dliat, a^ncw is obvious, he could not do anyway and he knew it. 

Describing his work to TSIk J ack Sirica of Newsday ( September 16, 1993). after 

A 

his oft-repeated boast that he indexed all 26 of the Commission volumes, he led the 



unquestioning Sirica to refer to the book he was not in any position to evaluate as 




ssearched." “Bir " Fiercely " researched? 

Sirica also quoted what U.S.Ncws and World Report said about Posner's book,'" It 
sweeps away decades of polemical smoke, layer by layer, and builds an unshakable case 
against JFK's killer > 1 11 

Go^entFTan^the gamut, with very few in any way critical of Posner or his book. 

and Harvard l aw professor^ _ . 

An Dershowitz. wrote in a column that appeared in the San ^fancisco 

P.ygmS nor (September 4,1993) under the heading, end to the JFK case" that 

"anyone whose says the case is closed ... should not be trusted." 

On the other extreme, Nicholas von Hoffman wrote, "Whatever lasting celebrity 

Kennedy has accorded he can thank Oswald for it. Had he died a natural death from jjK 

any of the things we've subsequently learned ailed him, he would be as profoundly unknown 

as William McKinley.... (who) ranks a few notches higher... "(T^e New S a±k Yprk Observe r 

December 20, 3|993) ^ ^ 

There^z^were remarkable few adverse cokments, like ®es /)ershpwitz's. Of these very 
few by far the mosTT ^ o ttsfrratinsT-aoa t devastating and longest - it ran 100 cojcumn inches 
in the Los Angeles Times book review section of November 7 , 1 99 xb j uJ ja k 



Because Dr* John Lat timer is a long-lnune^ome-whatnay defender of the Warren 1 
^eport and Posner 1 s ^source for his "Thoraurn'df Position' 1 interpretations of the position 
of JPK's arms after he .as sho^, a Hollywood writer friend sent me ~sj5cT Ralph Rugoff's 
LA Weekly article, "A Little Piece of History," with the wubhhead "Napoleon's penis, 
Kirk's tunic and other collectibles*" ( Issue of January 7-January 13, 1994) 



^ary Kmity oy 

Saying "Thercb&s no to what people will collect," Rugoff soon wrfte^, 

"A f ww yeard back. Dr* John Lat timer found Napoleon's penis in private hands, 

made arrangements to purchase it" and did* Rugoff did not repoert that Lattimer had 

validated the origin of that penis or had explained how it survived all those years as 



dead tissue. 



This quotation from Daivd Keck's criticism ke± in that issuers* a fair axxxin 
sample reflects both the nature of these criticisms and of Posner's touted "scholarship"; 



There are a number of other equally ludicrous statements ~~ 
that reduce the accuracy and credibility of Posner's work. 

Some are minor, others are of significance. All indicate 
sloppiness. He calls convicted murderer Charles V. Harrelson 
'Buddy' Harrelson. (p. 223) Buddy Harrelson, was, of course 
an infielder for the New York Mets. He says the motorcade 
turned from Houston to Main Sheet, when, of course, it was 
the opposite, (p. 232) He says that Oswald picked up the 
jacket he wore when he killed Tippit at his rooming house that 
he had worn the night before, (p. 27 8) If that is true, how did 
it get back to the rooming house if he spent the night before 
with his wife in Irving? . • 

(Quoted from page 1%) 

At the same point keck cites^some of Dr. Cvril ziessiipbz zfiaajx bask ^BSBSBK^s ax jss i 
Weoht's pointed barbs. Wecht, it should be remembered, is a forensic pathologist, both 
a doctor and a lav;yer f and^ a former head of the academy of forensic sciences: 

Wecht had other things to say as well. He criticized Posner's 
description of the wounds and the bullet trajectory in describ- 
ing the action by the 'magic bullet.' Wecht said that the neck 
wound "was 1 .5 cm, not 1 1/4" as stated by Posner." [16] He 
took exception to Posner's description of how Connaily re- 
acted to being hit and the timing of it. Wecht claimed that 'the 

lungs would deflate immediately," and that contrary to Posner's • 

sources, 'the radial nerve was severed." (emphasis Wecht' s) 

Wecht also claimed that, according to him in a conversation 
with Roger McCarthy, that "Posner never consulted with them 
(Failure Analysis) or met with them. They sent courtesy mock 
trial information. Wecht concluded to me about Posner's 
book that 'Posner is a writer and a lawyer; what he's done 
cannot be attributed to sloppiness.' 

The eminent, repsected Wecht was also a participant in the ADA's mock trial at 

LI 

which x ailure Analysis made its presentation of both sides, of which Posner took pnly 

| 

one , prtending there was neither that mock trial not any other side, that the work was 



done for him, 



7 

with much less attention to G aeton Sfc Fonsi's The last Investi gation^ was by Jonathan 

gatiaj j xKxjcK^^xitii^ himself a well-respected author, is a former Wall 

Street Journal reporter, an investigative reporter and a TV- show host. 

/ 'o * = 

The fj^rst four words of b&€rev±e\i are, n ^ase 01osed. Fat chance." He continues 

-v ojei&y 

saying that Posner "presents only the evidenre that supports the case My trying to builfl 
by framing the evidence in a way that misleads the readers.” His added critizisms in- 
clude illustrations of selective qy^tation, as with Secret Service Agent Paul Landis. 
Paw* 

In^qUotiiig Landis partially Kwitny says tliat "nowhere does Posner tell you that his 

trusted witness ^andsi(then) testified that he heard the second shot ' soQie where toward 
llt A whence . 

the righli front , "rigto flignri^CT j=h> wh ieh Posner claims no shot was fired. 

J 

What published criticism there was was largely limited to the small and small- 
circulation br journals of those interested in the assassination. Individuals also cir- 
culated copies of their criticism. TPwofare* among Posner 1 s\ sources , xaacyxxaiEfc 

7J4&* * 

my^ friends ary ^eck and David Perry. 0M'^o^ r " i erry , s/ 24 single-spaced pages^ begi ngL 

i 

with a quotation from Friederich Nietsche, "Convictions are more dangerous tfeaoDc 

enemies of truth than lies." (Perry is a professional investigator.) 

G.J.Rowell*s August-Sept^Sber issue of The investigator devotes 30 pages) to a 
by Martin Shac kelf ord » </ **12 

shaip and deiml^priticisni of CaseOlose d/ ^rl Jerry D. Rose, of the State University 

College, ^redonia, Nov/ York, in the November issue of his ^The -ffortrbh "F ourth ^ecade . 



its titled changed with that issue f roty TBiTfeWTDffi«SaiT The Third Decade , puh- 
_pptoted a nd detaile d ^ J 1* 

lished ar titles of adverse criticism of Posner and his book. 

If any of these and other such criticisms, written by those wfco studiend the 

assassination for many, yearn, ever reached any of the major media, I knov; of no instance 

h^JrO' 

in which any of- the maJor - «red - m e dia prubjaifed. any of those articles or the criticisms 
in them. .. 

1w*t 

i k few of these criticisms axe in this book* A - fe w coincide with some I had laid aside 

4v Av ^ a<k;tn f _ Ldcir^ J 

aiia-iiul-Ji»ttds. In checking one, I realized that the criticism I had already ~vv in. ten 



about some of Posner's more dishonest omittssion5 ; his ommissions of wiiat he knew from 



the testimony he so. often bragged about having read carefully and indexed and what he 
has jeen in my Oswald in New Orleans and from which, without credit, he had quoted only 



jX, J 

to lie when questioned about that/ ELs response to why he had not included that book in 

his bibliography is that he i nclddeO jicluded only those books he had used in some 

way# As we see elsewhere in this book, he at? pressed no farthur aft&r being told at 

that public gathering to promote his book wh reminded that he had quoted from it in 
a contrived and factually incorre ct ) 



("criticism of meTecause his mother ^was in the audience# ^ 

Vie soon come to abother case of this) 



(This is not exceptional# 




istra3dhKaxhB3B^0xah0H^araaid?xstaxdlas±i^0mit3xEiaaj^zdayzgpK±ezn4szi»g0Hdx2tha 

tt ^b i fa iiggrayhaqpc 

^^The letter Charles C Marks, Jr#, of San Pablo, California, wrote to U#S#News # 
a cop of which was sent me i;by my friend Dave Kxxk Keck, who teaches hi$tp£y at the 

|JW 

Lisbon, Ohio High School, was my reminder# The content of %rks* letter is the reason 
U.S.News did not publish it# 

(A/ 

Posner sensitive to criticisms# When he could not work his way around them in 
any other way, as in attacking those who criticized him^without addressing their 
criticisms directly, he threatned to sue them# Ihis w b$ not intended to intimidate them 



only# Because he ±td made that threat repeatedly on the computer electbnic-mail net- 

works, he told all that if ( criticized fesxxmiii they should expect to be sued# 

David Scheim's earlier seif-published Contract on America was republished as an 

origi n a l book by Sliaf^olsky Books, of New ^ork/^Ln 1988# Scheim's book has little o W the 

assassination# The assassination is for him a vehicle for his belief, described in his 

\S*4+hh 1 /S' 

iiafia Murder of Prcsidnet J ohn F# Kennedy # to 



subtitle, The 



book in on 



the ug ri fci gy x x xgtt mafia. ifk In it he exaggerates ^uby's alleged relations with the mob# 
ft He was offended by Posner's treatment of Ruby. He expressed his criticisms on the 
electronic-mail networks. The copies of their exhanges and those of some others were 

9 *' / •— Msi 



sent me 

extensively when he had so liitle time he did not respond to my reque&t for the 



ot-^fe all but they are enough^rffeflect that Posner used those networks 



sources his book does not include for some of what he wrote about me. Or, he had plenty 
of time for everything, including idle chitchat, but not fof what embarrassed tiilrpp but 



did not embarrass^Thimi in public. ^ did not dare try to provide his alleged sources 
r' 

I asked^or August 27, 1993. 

C v " 

^cheim, from Posner's "Sysop Section [0] computer-mail addressed not only to 
Scheim but "To: ALL" says that Sheim "characterizes my work as 'journalistic fv'aud' 
and~ S ^~* journalistic misconduct." Tli<T , *%'"Subj" Posner himself headed his communication 
with is "POSNER WARNS OP LIBEL." 



is still another Posner -- *y shysterism. It xsceeh ihad no chance of scaring 

Scheim, who had a publisher, who had a lawyer. If was a carefuMy worded bluff to 

_ \yi <2* 4 //tib Arr-rfc ». 

frighten others who might dare to tell an unaelcome truth about him. rtfeferring to 

him as a fraud and that alone amounts to praise of the author of Case c lose d. 

^ut most of the hundreds of others who are on those netwroks and do not have lawyers 

had reason to be scared of criticism of Posner or of his book. 

Posner's threat did not include -Shapolsky. But it was Shapolsky's press release 

to promote J8 the sale of Scheim' s book that was critical of what Posner wrote about 

the prominent entertainment reporter for the Dallas ^nrn-ing Newa^ who "knew Ruby well." 

(.pages 355, from which tliis is quoted, /35b, 357 , 361 ,362 , 370, 374 , 377, 379) Zoppi is 

important in Posner's book, -o illustrate how inportant, camprc.?: ornpare these references 

* &!*&**- 

to those of Rosemary Willie s and her father, ihil, who/'appear on two pages only, both o§ 

v _ 

them, .In 321 and 322j Or with the shrink, ^enatur ^artogs, w4o~aiBo is mentioned 

only onee, on pages^TIcT 12-3. vital to Posner's pretended but "fraudulent" 

LvWtc? b dd **/7, lh CsUny t rfy* 

solution to the crime/^ ' 1 'f * 

The first sentence cTP that ^hapossky release is, "On public radio last week, 

o/ 

author Gerald Posner revelaed a key siurce for his recent book. Case Closed . had admitted 
an 'astonishing 1 fabrication to Congress in a research interview for the book.” It con- 

Oj 



tinuos, "The book did not mention Zoppi 1 s admitted lie to^2ig& Cingress or other credi- 
bility problems." (With Posner, this i 3 new?) 

Zoppi, too, is one of those 200 interims Posner used to get around what he did not 
want to ciafe otr to create the successful false impression that through them he obtained 



and published new information, 



Po::ner‘s October 17 threat to "AIL" complains that the "criticisms#" have "gone 
beyond the pale of legitimate deajbte and discussion" but "none have been as misleading 
and potentially actionable, from a legal standing, as those made by Canid Scheim." Not^ 
the "potentially." Posner, if not from the practise of the law, of which he has had none, 
from his legal educatoon avoids saying what Scheim can use to file an action against him# 



So, says Posner, he is turning everytliing over "to independent counsel to deter- 
mine whether his inflammatory language.. .constitutes libel." 

Who ever heard., of hiring an independent counsel" to be a protagonist in a law suit. 



vr 

'osner pontificates that • It is the duty 



Freaching^wnat he does not practice^ 
of a good researcher to Carefully examine a person's credibility across the board." 

What better reason can there he for making any use at all of one who lied/to the 

, 4 , T 

Congress and admitted itVTrust himt Ae lies. Is there a better basis for trust? 

n says tlxat he "examined each of the nearly 200 persons I interviewed, and 
cc/rss-checked information I received against available documents and other interviews." 

x Like ^im Moore, Carlos Lringuier, and Hubert Badeaux? established their 
"credibility"? fW ffh fc - 






XJ£: iMMSSSMl Win the final analysis, the reader must trust my professional 

V » < 

h_ 



analysis."/ « 

v/as taeght him in college? n e jjtfactised no law in which he)ould have learned 
how to be a 11 prof sssional 11 analyst. A'l' pxj &\ ^ 

After rambling along, on the third page of this threat to "ALL" he says that 
"^uxidreds of researchers" have attempted to "find flaws in the book.” 

They did not have to try very hard! 

His threat ends with his blowing hard, he "will do everything in my power to 
vindicate my legal rights if they have been trampled*" 

Another threat he says is not a threat even though he labelled it a threat! 

He headed his October 21 missive, "POSNER HREATENS SCHEIM* w His first words in 
the message are, "It is not a threat* Just a statement of Tact to protect my legal rights." 

Trupt Posner in thart "last analysis*" When he says he "threatens", in capital 
letter/ that "is not a threat*" He says so himself* 



Months passed without word of Posner's filing any lawsuit agsinst Scheim or anyone 



else. 



Aside from the risk of a countersuit, Posner will not risk making the reputation 

■ lie^earned^f or outstanding dishonesty, for corruption, for fraud and for just plain lying 

(fOThimse^in hi a fllsely titled °ase Closed , which he knows and admits is in itself jjlie. 

'.•hat is surprisimg is that he paid any attention to those criticisms that got so ^ 

QjfhflM )) fhu- \ cr<x /' 

little attention. Well known on -fhny'^r * , they did not disc’Hsr'age Rose or Rowell from 
publishing or many others froi^riting their criticisms of him, 'tlaen/in that one Rose 
issue alone. ' / 

pr^y 

H±*ike^threats, unless he puffed himself up 3 *fcz with them, could serve only to 
send to his support ers. w r his publisher. With his redcord in his owh book that he'll 
jfnever think of really going to court - and making Txl 5 (record a matter of established 



>/ 



legal fact. 

He did not scare Charles ^ark* either. After doing a little chec k i n g he wrote 
U.S.News that the first issue of his subscription was the special Posner issue and 



rffv"wes £ cancelled the rest. He told them they had been "had" and that on "accuracy 
and objectivity." He continued saying that Posne$ lacked the "credentials" for the 
book he wrote, had not had the time to even learn what the Warren Commission records 
hold and that some of Posner's "mistakes" were so obvious the magazine 's-at^T should 

Have have "pdTcked up" <Ln at least some of them. He said that "we have to wonder about 

C-o/U. cvW . 

^r. Posner's real knowledge 7 beacuse'TVo real student of the JFK's assassination would 



make 



. ao careless erroi ^ Ls d^gew" he listed. He ia*i listed only five. 9 



()ne, on pages 5,17 and 19, is that 



it ne^efei’i 



ste-br other. 0 Pi* M ^ *“'***' 



s to Osw&ld’s half-brother as his 



T 0 establish the validity of ^hiseriticism that Posner "refers to the ited 
Atsugi base as being located twenty miles west of ^okyo^w^ is in fact twenty— live 



miles southv/est of Tokyo and about 

SuP 

htr attached a map. 



fifteen miles west of okahoma". 



"He refers to the death or Marine /fartin Schrand as 'subic Bay* [naval base]-i 



r the 



Poser has Dave's name correctly on pag^298 and 415 but incorrectly on page 469# 
either the editr nor the indexer caught this, such was their care. Posner has no 
source notes on his first two quotations of Wrone by but as ‘'Richard" Wrone his , 
source note reads, "Interview with Ptofessor David. Wrone, September 8, 1992"# (page 577) 
Dave tells me Posner phoned him one time. That phone conversation is one of those 
200 Posner interviews. 

There are other examples of Posner getting names wrong but these illustrations 
should be enough to reflect that even on names Posner has to be checked, such is his 



care and his scholarship. He requires checking on anything he says- 



in the Philippines when it in fact occurred^ at the separate Ciibi Point Naval Air 
Stations, some miloo away.” attched a map to prove this, too. 

"He repeatedly refers to~^K^eOs\<ald , s^duty station' in southern California after 

Ids return from Japan as hi Toro, when it was in fact Santa Ana, a "^distinct and a 

i fjri) 

separate facility about six miles away." es, still another map to prove it,/ 

Mirks' last criticsm is that Posner "has mixed qufirtes from the brines stationed 

in either Japan or Santa Ana together leading to possible confusion in time and relevance." 

Ip-S and another Posner factual error reminded me of what I did not go linto^In^itin^ 

the draft of tlis book, ^ike all else in it and above, all get to Posner’s integrity* 

? . # a. 4 

Periiaps urks regards making as many mistakes in names as Posner makes mere^Fcarei 
, OAu/ r ^V. fandd ' 

Igssnness. That kind of mistake ^an have other origins, like depending on those weird ^ 

sources iV whom he has such faith and in other ways not /doing all his ow H work. 

'■Be three times refers to Dec Ja n Ford a3 "Delean." (pages 88,95 ,$Oj) Making that lrfnd 

of mistake three times is anything but a typpgraphical error. 

One of the two nurses who "cut away the President's clothqjs and his back brace," 

which they, of epurse, did not cut off , ■ he rof ers -to^as named -"Sorjowren. " He \M name 

9U W> ~ 

was Bowron, (288/ She was an important witness amirJmrxtEHiixHnyxaixH in the medical 

> 

evidence area. 

^ith all Posner makes of the mafia in his book, he has Santos^ Trafficante as 

i c'/jt 

"■iantp." (pages 458-9) Trafficante was allegedly involved in a conspiracy to kill Castro 
and there w~as that vapid Catro^ickbacT^rlBnry (ffiatT dominated Washington 'Irom the first. 

The coauthor of the only professional bibliography in/lthe filed^one ojl those 200 
interviews, my friend David Wrone, is to Posner, "University of Wisconsin professor 
Richard Wrone . " ( 2- Q<f) ^ ^ 

iThnro ar e oUi^ j, buy thi s s h s mlrl he enough. ±1 In nnrlflrq-l-gnri -fchfl-f- Q^namo q 



“7To6s dll "uvljj tiling! ^ 

^ven on where people he\rites about were. ffe does mislocate some and tliat signifi- 
cantly. 

_ -N^bout Oswald ^ 

Earlier I referred to Posner's suppressing what he loiew/from my writing aitlMdE 

that is not congcn/ial to his "definitive" biography, ]ike*^a*^gt^dgh security clearance. 



(Posner is so ashamed of citing that trash of Thomley's he even omits it from his 
bibliography! iipd|i^li~Cpage 5Ql)j 



M^- rirn * reference to ^sibs Cubi Point and £)8nta Ana re min ded me of whao_£ should lu.ive 
r^^checlcuii; that out X came on more of Posner's deliberate dishonesties. 

We are concerned with his scholarhips, as we have been throughout the book. That 
^'"magnificent" and "marveollous" and "meticulous" scholarship for which he was so often 
and so lavishly praised. 

For his book Posner has the need to make of Oswald what he was not and not to make 

Pf^ry* t, 

of him what he was. When I first read what^hsr^t tributes to Kerry Ihomley, who for a 
very short time was not in Oswald's outfit but in a nearby one, I recognized it immedia- 
tely as twisted and dishonest and as what 1 had written correctly about in 1967, in 
a part of Oswald in New Orleans that Posner has to have read if only to know what he had 

to work his wajc around in his false "biography" t (T? ^ 

"Another Marine who knew Oswald even better was Kerry |hornley. When T horoley 
met him, around Easter 1959,'he /foswaldj had lost his clearance prebiouslyr/, and 
if I rememb was assigned to make the coffee^, mow the law/ swab 

down decks, and things of that nature." 

Aftep saying that Thornley enjoyed conversation with Oswald and saying that TJhomley 
described himself "as ' an extreme rightist,"' Posner say3 that -'•homley regarded Oswald 
as^"an unusual character that he wrote a preassassinition novel based on him (it was not 
published until 1991)." (page 30) 

Here Posner has another of liis tricky source notes that the readdr is to take at 4 

i- sh c >f7/ 



the source of what precedes it. In fact relates only to 



Id^ifi^ti^n of Thornless book: "Kerry Thornley, The Idle Warriors (Hew York, iM±x 
IllumUiet ( correct ),1 991 ." Conspicuously, there is no page citation to it. 

First of all, it is not true that Thornley 1 s book was not published until 1991* 
was in smaller and shorter form published in Chicago in 1965>when i homley, who fancied/ 
hiself a writer, actually wrote the small book of that identical title • 

A in 

It was Careless of Posner to quote 1 homely as saying that Oswald had lost his 



security clearance forever and tliat at the dry-land Santa A* a- Ana base he was assigned 

it 

to do what cannot be done in dry land, swab down decks. 



T^e m arine who in Posners false representation knew Oswald less well thaV ^hornley 
is Nelson IJelgado .Posner gives a carefully distorted account of what Zjelgado testified 
to leading into his further corruption of the truth as quoted above and in v/hat follows^ 
Ifbw ^elgado , unlike ^homley, had been in the same outfit as Oswald for quite some time,, 

X 

They palled around together, had lengthy conversations the character of which xftB*ninyx 

azaiasz pPosner distorts and I quote^ verbation in Oswald in ^ew Orleans (page 91 ) 

luTiTTOIiri at the very point I brought to light the fact that Oswald had an 

exceptionally high security cle. ranee, Top Secret and Crypto. This, too, Posner had to 

and did suppress from that "definitive" biography of his. 

£*rrw*v \ six * 

Posner was well aware of Thornley 1 sf^fceittmony . His next rtry^source notes are to it. 
But he cannot quote tliat testimony honestly and evolve this careful, deliberate misrep- 
resentation of the real Oswald. ^But -for this deceptive 
representation of what ^’hornley actually saM Posner 



o 

’ no source at all. In fact it ernes 



word for word from homley 1 s Warren Commission testimony, page 84 of Volume 11. 

the very nex^ question Commission Counsel Albert Jenner asked ^homley, "what were 

the circumstances as you leame^tliem • ••?" To this ^homley replied, 

t ,r Weil, I fsked somebody and I was told, and I don f t remember who told me, 

it was a general rumor, general scuttlebutt at the time, that he had poured a beer over 

» 

a staff NCO's head. ..and having been put in the br \/g for that would automatically lose 
his security clearance. 

That was ^in Japan, where ^hornley never knew ^swald. CohJ ^ 

At the bottom of that same page ^homeley discloses how little he knew about Oswald 

he waj ncro not even aware of his duties that required the higher security clearance. 

He also makes clear that at the one place he knew Ogv/ald^he worked in the 

security files" for which "probably a secret clearance would be required." 

^ and page number provided, j 

^11 of the above and more r auo4 nri witl^nothing omUr tud^ in what ffbsner 



bad/ Oswald in New Oceana. page 91 • 

\H mr 

2b»£p«d*^from page 04 of ^hornley^ testimony. 

And that page is one Posner cites ^page 512) in the s^rfch of his citations to 
'^homley 1 s testimony! s o it is without doubt thaF^brnTthis added distortion and mis- 



representation of what Oswald realljf was is deliberate, deliberate because it is 
essential to the false portrait Posner contrived. He could hardly have Oswald with any 



high security clearance, the clearance the officer under whom ^swald worked in his , 

special radar duties testified was a prerequisite for that duty*##/* ^ *1 



my 1967 bo* k what I quote above is followed immediately by two pages reporting 
what that officer, 3"ohn Donovan, tcstifed to abjut sOswald, which is entirely the 
opposite of Posner's represenation, an^/the details of the secrets Oswald possessed 
and his high security clearance. 

Posner has no innocence, jle knew and he ^deceived the reader in his attempt to 
entirely corrupt our tragic and painful history. 

So far was Odwald from^eing a Russian "red" he in Thornley's own words stopped 
tanking to him once ^homley red-baited him. 



Not content with tliis gross jiishonesty to give a fjgLse impres 

jvu ixMztyhc/ mi 

Posner TS b~e - an d- oay tha t 

A/ . 



of Oswald 



jLOnly 



aft dr arriving 



ivin£ at >t -l %sw i an 






and fol/ owing his too courts-martial and a 



nervous breakdown while on guard duty, did Oswald flaunt his brazen and controversial 




behavior." toas no source note here for indeed, there can be none, it islTiHe to 
say that Oswald was twice courtHnaJn.aleci~tttBW _ ana^it is an ever greater lie to say 
that Oswald had a nervous breakdown at any time! 

A 

Posner folov/s this, in the same paragrpah, with what he does not spell out for the 
1 

n» 

reader, that Oswald refused to have anything more to do with homey after being red-baited 

by ^ 4xn*< y - C/tosMo UUA& & 

Having mixed it all up.v aa-* ** «-"lm-fcn'h i= m»I'Icif3 iWl'iieh ' had ni i ia tpres'K ^osner then 

adds additional underscoring to the deliberateness of his dishonesty in the source note 

that can be taken to refer only to the end of triiirt does notiefer to that 

complete fabrication of the non-existing "ji^iervous breakdown." That note (page 512$ 

* 

refers to ±hE page b£ G4 of 
in his shystering, a»^&Iso 



non-cxistxng "^nervous breaadown. 

J) V miu __ 

T hornley's testimonythat^^sner" 



twisted to report falsely 
"Affidavit of James Anthony Botelho (correct), WC Vol VIII, 
p. 516." It is actually on too pages, 315 and 316. B^t Posner does not 7/ant the reader 
to know what that affidavit says on first page, 31 5 • 



If^nlike ^hornley, who acaggeri^a with Oswald, who never once went 

\j 

out with him, and with whom swald would have nothjng at all to do for part of the only 
couple of months they were in different outfits on the same base, B&fH&lS ^otelho 
and U swald Shared a room" for part of the time they were both at Santa Ana# ^his 
para^|ah of Bothelo's affidavit is what Posner did not want known because it 
tends to destroy his fabricated picture of Oswald as g^e Ruonjni/^d pro Russian 
Communism: 

"At time I discussed Communism and Russia with u swald# My impression is that 
although he believed in pure Marxist theory, he did not believe in the Sflgxfaa 
way Communism was practised by the Russians# I was quite surprised when ^ learned 
that Oswald had~jf~gone to Russia# 11 

^his does add materially to the totality of Posner* s misrepresentation of Oswald in 
what he and his\^uii11 vfrTrom academe tout as the definitive biography of Oswald. Jt is 
not only ,-kscfc- that he attributed to tliat shrink Hartogs what/^artogp himself swore was 
4oHSrue to make of u swald a bom assassin, Bosner has to misrepresent Oswalds th o you ng 



m an. ad a e- a mm £!r.inp=aft d his actual, anti-Soviet r v—v e c views even before he went to the 

USSR. /Wt rwi in M 



The deliberateness of Posner’s hone dishonesty and how open it is to anyone who does 
any checking at sill and knows the fact of the assassination and its investigations is, 
really, quite startling# 

w ii^tout hfes permeatifl^ corruption he would have had no book at all# 

Perh^s he just ssumed that he would not be checked out or, if lie were, the media 
would ingored it and not expose him# 



J hich^S5^of course, is what did happen# 

The media worshipped him. 

From his ignorance of name^/important in the investigation and through even the details 

of Oswald's lA arines assignments much of wliich Posner omits through the kind of person 

\ chapter 

Oswald was and his actual political views, as we see in tfyis eh^oie^/^osn^y , never once 

Vk c \A / 

was truthful! made up whaK^-m^e prejudicial to 



see in thi3 dh£©tea»*^osn^r , 
u sv/aldilied about^hl^medic 



medical history, 



inventing that out of nothing at allL lied about Oswald* s security clearances when he 
did not suppress what he knew about them and thecae exceptional trust in him represented 
by them, lied about what he knew from his own cited sources were Oswald* s 

actual political j/L beliefs* 

Were tliis not in itself a most serious selfQindictment, in his Jelf -described 
defintive biography of Oswald he nays no attention to how unusual it was for-bim^to 

ffo J sly 

have Ms liistoryCin the Marines , in w^ich without question he M learned how to speak 

and read Russian^n which he held exceptionally high security clearances; and then went 

through the pretense of a defection to the USSR when in fact he was opposed to its poli- 

^oth4ho 

tical system to begin with, •^wfcholcuwqs was surprised, but even after reading of flmttra 



<Ui t 

botelho's surprise, Posner ingoredTancL 1 suppressed that, b** • 

H,r did he j^racket all of this and the more -tfhat is available and of which he had 

to know with the fact that Oswald was never prosecuted fo^ getting his discharge by 

ffaud* 

This chapter, in which Posner is never once truthful about anything at all when in 
all instances and relating /[ to all the matters he raised he knew the truth, is his 



own rpofr trayal of his vaunted scholarship, what he boasted about on all the occasions he 

* «-> k. § 

coxld contrive for that^ind all those beu names from academe Routed with even less 
inhibition - or reason* 

Acd^his, as Posner demonstrates, is how fame and fortune is made when the assassi- 
nation of a President is so openly commercialised and exploited/-from the official side* 
This reflects the real Posner of his greaT success: he is a man who never tells 
the truth in all that is quoted from him above! 

Not once ! 

Jbwr to * V 

And for this, v/hich typifies (Sis book, he became world-famous, with his most deli- 

- an 

berately dishonest of bookar'en j oying what may be Mmprecedented dale of ancillary rights 



in the United States and throughout the world! 



